UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 03-7500
RI CHARD S. FETT,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
Ver sus
P. A TERRANA, Indian Creek Correctional

Center and in their individual and official
capaci ty; MONI CIl A PORCHER, I ndi an Creek
Correctional Center and their individual and
of ficial capacity; JOHNNY JONES, |ndian Creek
Correctional Center and in their individual
and official capacity; S. GOYNES, |ndian Creek
Correctional Center and in their individual
and official capacity; ANNA POAXERS, in their
i ndi vi dual and official capacity,

Def endants - Appel | ees,

and

CHARLES E. THAOWSOQON, Staunton Correctional
Center and in their individual and official
capaci ty; MAGA E N REDMOND, St aunt on
Correctional Center and in their individual
and official capacity; ROBERT W  BYRD,
Staunton Correctional Center and in their
i ndi vi dual and official capaci ty; JAMES
BROCKI NGTON, JR., Indian Creek Correctional
Center and in their individual and official
capaci ty; C. VWASHI NGTON, | ndi an Creek
Correctional Center and in their individual
and official capacity,

Def endant s.



Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Alexandria, T. S. EHIlis, Ill, Dstrict
Judge (CA-02-271-AM, and at Norfol k, Jeronme B. Friedman, District
Judge (CA-02-805-2).

Submitted: February 27, 2004 Decided: April 2, 2004

Bef ore M CHAEL, GREGORY, and SHEDD, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Richard S. Fett, Appellant Pro Se. Chri stopher Garrett Hill,
OFFI CE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRG NI A, Ri chnond, Virginia, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Richard S. Fett appeals the orders of the district court
denying relief on his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 (2000) conplaint. W have
reviewed the record and find no reversible error. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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